
DEC - 5 2005 

john Chicome 

2505 Irene Lane, R o d q  ,Mount, NC 27804 2356 

FCC - MAILF "9M 

November 2.2005 201 PM 

Representative Bob Etheridge 
L X  Houseof Representatives 
1533 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington. I>C 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on IJnivemal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Ethendge: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communicatmns Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Ihiversal Senrice Fund (1 ISF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly tlzt fee. Manyofyourconstituentr,includingme,myfriends, family and neighbors, will be negativelyimpacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. TISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People wiiu usr rime pay inom inLi the s y ~ '  
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the bnd as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limted resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low,volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usem. senior citizens and lowhcome residential 
and mral consumen. to give up their phones due to unaUodable monthly increases on their bills Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volume to low-volume usen is radical and unnecessaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America 
TheKeep llSFFairCo~lition,of~~h.chIamamembe~, keepsmeinformedabout the IISFissuewithmonthlynewsletters andup todate 
infomtion on their website, including links to FCC infoormation. While 1 am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would hke ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
n u m k a  taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top I'CC ofkids, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee systemsoonandwithout legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the i s m e  and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass alongmy concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued workand I lookfoward to heaangaboutyourpositionon this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Jacquelyn fs John Chicoine 2505 Irene Lane Rocky Mount. NC 27804 

cc FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

Ifthe FCC changes thntsysrem to 



Novcmber3, ZOOS 8 5 8  PM 

Senator Chuck Grassley 
U.S. Senate 
135 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-wOI 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Grassley: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC)position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my fiends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

AS you h a w ,  USF is currently collected an a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes [hat system tu 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who 
uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited ~ ~ S O U T C C S  wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly dehimental effect on small businesses all across 
A",enCa. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my sewice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitordevelopments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns to 
the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your conslituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position an this matter. 
with, its tax without representation. A company can do what they want with the money. A company should not have the government backing in 
taxing the people. 

Sincerely, John Hurley, 2524 G K w e ,  Decorah, Iowa cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 

Sincerely, 

John Hurley 

CC: 

Actually the USF should be done away 



Roy Pnddy 
128 Robinhood Dr , Kenedy, TX 78119 

November 1.2005 9 28 PM 

Senatorjohn Comyn 
I1.S Senate 
517 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

I DEC - 5  2005 I 
I FCC-MAILROOM I 

Subject: Re Federal-State Joint Board on I l n i v e m a l ~  W , Y J  I 

Ikar  senatorcomyn: 

To Chairman Ken" Martin. 

1 have serious concerns regal the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to ch 
collectionmethod to amanthly flat fee. Manyofyourconst,tuents,includingme,myfriends. famil; 
hy the o n h r  change pmposed by the FCC. 

As you know, 11SF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes lhat system to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes amonthoflongdistance, pays thesame amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. That would be me in some months. 1 would be paying for someone else's telephone usage 
Constituents who are frugal and use their limited resou~ces wisely should not be penahzed. 

A flat fee taxcould cause m n y  low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless usen(me). senior citizens(me) and low-income 
iesidential and rural conrumers(me), togive up their phones due to unaffordahle monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of 
the 1lSF fmm high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary Why are you ttying to INCREASE our phone hill unfairly, In 
addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep TJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
in fomt ion  on their website, including links to FCC infomtion.  While I amawnre that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 
a numbers taxed. my sewice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee systemsoon and without legislation Rut don't you think that it is ridiculous to have the little consumer pay for the mega 
collsumer? 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my comnunity I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your present constituency. 

Thaankyouforyourrontinuedworkandllookfonvard to hearingabout y o u r p s a ~ o n o n  chismatter 

Sincerely 

:he llniversal Sewice Fund (IJSF) 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted 

Roy Priddy 

cc FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



Terry KeUy 

8386 N 3 Lane, Gladstone, MI 49 Mtb 

November 3,2005 9 14 AM 

117 Senate 
269 Russell Senate Ofhce Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject. Re: Federal-StateJoint Boirdon Univenal Service CC Ihcket 96,45 

I)earSenator Le*n: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Univenal Service Fund (IISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme. my friends, Iamily and neighbors, will be negatwelyimpcted 
by the unfairchange proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the sys~em. 11 the FCC changes that system to 
a f lzt fee, that means that someone who uses o m  thousand minutes a month ol long distance, pays the same amount into the hnd as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limted resources weeiy should nor 'k penalized far &ing so. 

A flat fee taxcould causemnylow-volume long distance users. likestudents. prepaid wireless usem, senior citizens andlow-income residential 
and rural EODSUIII~TS, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden ofthe 1 ISF kom 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecmsaly In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, 01 which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
infomtion on their website. including links to FCC infomtion. Whle 1 amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers, the realiy is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to P 
numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat h e  system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request you pass along my concerns 
LO the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could dispmpoflionately affect those in your constituency. 

.lhankyauforyourcontinuedwoikandI lookfowiid to h e a n n g ~ ~ u t y o u r p o s i t i o n o n  th ismt te r  

Sincerely. 

Ms Teny L Kelly 

cc. FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



- 
Cathy H u b r  RECEIVED & INSPECTED 
1161 I/+ West 11th Street, San Pedro, CA 90'131.3445 

DEC 5 2005 
Representative Jane Haman 
US. House of Representatives 
2400 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC zo5lyooo1 

November 3, zoo5 6115 PM 

Subieet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Reprerentative Harman! 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communicatious Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (VSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

hs  you know, USF is currently collected on D revep~ue bwk. People who use more pay more into the system If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that me- that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pay. the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Conrtihlcnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized Eor doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance Users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to  amaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical 
and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a munber, keeps me informed about the USF issue Wlth monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" there fees to their customers, the reality is 
that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers twd, my 
service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetlng. with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to modtor developments on the issue and EOntinUe to spread the word to my community. 1 rnluest 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, le- them know how a E l a t  fee tax could 
airproportionately affect those in your eonrtltuenfy. 

Thank you for your conthued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Cathy J. Huber 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



I 
DEC - 5 2005 

Fredenck Poll& 
3 Grove Isle Drive, Miam. FL 33133 

November 3,2005 1045 AM 

Representative lleana Ros-Lehtinen 
1J.S. House of Representatives 
2160 Raybum House Office Bldg. 
Washington, 1lC 20515-0001 

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Baard on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Ros-Lehtinen: 

1 have serious concem~ regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position tu chnnge die Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. USF is cumntly collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system KO 

a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousandminutes amonthoflongdistance, pays t h e s m e  m o u n t  into the fund as someone 
who useszemrmnutesoflongdistanceamonth. Constiruentswhouse theirlinutedresourceswiselyshouldnot bepenalizedfordoingso. 

THIS IS THE ONLY FAlR ANI? LOGICAL WAY TO COLLECT THIS TAX! ANY CHANGE SHOULll BE 'SIJPPLIMENTAL IN NATIIRE 
NOT RALNCAL LIKE WHAT CHARMAN MARTIN WANTS. 

A flat Eeee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance usen, like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mnl consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffnrdable monthly increases on their hills Shifling the funding burden of the IJSF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecesary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on arrwll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep IlSF Fair Coalillon, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletten and up to date 
i n f o m t i o n  on their wehsite. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that iedenl law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customem, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would llke ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numben ?axed, my  emi ice will cost more. And according to the Coalition's rccenf meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my communiry. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC an my behalf, letting themknow how anat fee taxcoulddisproportionately affect those inyourcomtituency. 

Thank you foryouicontinurdworkandllookfonvard to hearingaboutyourposioononrhismatter. 

Sincerely, 

Frederick Pollak 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



Teny Murray v qnnr 

729 Demuth St Johnstown. PA 15904-1701 ULL ..J L U Y J  

I 
I I 

Novemberl.2005 11: i i  PM I FCC-MAILROOM I 
Senator Arlen Specter 
L1.S. Senate 
711 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. IDC 20510-0001 

Subject: R e  FederaLState Joint Boardon TJniversal ServiceCC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC 

As you know. USF is currently collected on ii revenue barns. People who use more pay more into the system lf the FCC changes that system to 
n flit fee. thstmezns tkxiomenntwhoouseP one thourindminuteamonthoflongdistance.pays thesame amount into the fundas someone 
whouseszerominutesoflongdistanreamanth Constituentswhouse theirlirmtedresourceswiselyshouldnot be penalizedfordoingso. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usen. like students, prepaid wireless usee,  senior citizens and low-income residential 
2nd rural consumen, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the I JSF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamembrr,keepsme informedabout theIJSFissuewithmonthlynewsletten andup todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these fees to theircustomers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with tap FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC an my behalf, letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in yourconstituency. As a Senior Citizen 
this 1s another attackonour limited income. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Terry M u m y  

cc. FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



I FCC-MAILROOM I November 2. ZUOS 5:21 Pivl 

SenatorJohn Keny 
U.S. Senate 
104 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Keny: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) posiiion to change the Ilniversal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly Bat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme,myfrinends,family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. I live on Social Security Disability Income, and I make vely few long distance phone calls 

As you know. USF is cumntly collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that rys:em to 
a Chi fee. ;hat iiirir~ that ssncme who use? one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the h n d  as someone. 
like me, who generally uses zero minutes of long distance a month Constiments who use their limited resources wisely should nut h e  p c n a k r d  
for doing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumen, to give up their phones due to undffdsble monthly incred~es on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF h-om 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and ~nnece~saw.  In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smal l  businesses all across - .  
Aierica. 
The Keen IlSFFair Coalition. ofwhich I ama member. keem me informed about the IJSFissue withmonthlv newsletters and UD to date 



charlene montprnery I RECEIVED & INSPECTED 1 
496 big run prescotnille rd , punxsutawnwey, PA 15767 I I 

Senator Arlen Specter 
1J.S. Senate 
711 Hart Senate Oflice Building 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

1 DEC - 5  2005 I 
I FCC-MAILROOM I 

November 3,2005 12 08 PM 

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collectionmethad to a monthly flat fee. Many ofyourEonstituents,includingme,mylriends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you knaw. 11SF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
uf la t  fee. thatmeans thatsomeonewhousesone thousandrmnutesamonthoflongdistance,pays rhesame amounrinro rhcfiundaarornion; 
who uss zero minutes of long disranre a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized lor doing so. 

A flat fee PAX could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral consumen. to give up their phones due to unaffodable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the fundmg burden of the IJSF kom 
high volume to low-volume users is ndical and unnecssaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on sm11 businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF isme with monthly newsletters and up t o  date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1;unaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
"PASS along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. I1 the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Cadition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
t o  a flat fee system soon and without legislation 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting themknow how a flat fee tax could dispmpartionately affect thnse in your constituency. 

Thank you fooryourcantinued work and I look loward to hearing abaut yourpositionon thismatter. 

please help us low income and dosabled persons by not letting this go through. thank you 

Sincerely, 

charlene montgomely 

EC. FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Ken Deuuch 

November3.2005 IlOOAM 

R E E ~ ~ D  & ih .;TED 

DEC - 5 2005 

- MP I LROOM 

Delegate Eleanor Norton 
IJ.S. House of Reoresentatives 

Subject: Re: Fedenl4tate Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Delegate Norton. 

I have Serious concern regarding the Federal Communications Co-ssmns' (FCC) position to change the USF collection method to a monthly 
f la l  fee. Many of your constituents. including me. my iriends, fmu ly  and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by  the unfdir change proposed 
by  the FCC. 

As you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that systemto 
atlat fee, thatmeans thatsomeonewhousesone thousandminutesam~,nthoflongdistance,pays thesame amountinto the fundassomeone 
whouseszeroMnutesoflongdistanEeamonth. Constituentswhouse theirlimitedresourceswiselyshouldnot be pal izedfordoingso.  

A flzt fee taxcauld cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the 1lSF hom 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepIJSFFairCoalition,ofwh_lchIamamember,keepsmeinformedabout theUSF,ssuewithmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
inionnation on their website. including links to FCC infomtion.  While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'PASS along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 8 
numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more And according LO the Coalition's recent meetings wnh top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to  a flat fee systemsoonandwilhout legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my commumty. I requrst you pdSS along my Concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting themknow how a flat fee tax could dispmponionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you foryourcontinuedwork and I look forward to hearing about your positionon this matter 

Sincerely. 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 

Sincerely. 

Ken Deutsch 

c c  



Representauve Jerry Costello 
U.S. House ofRepresentatives 
2269 Rayburn Houseoffice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board 01 

Novrmbrr 3.2005 10 16 AIM 

~ i c e  CC Docket 96.45 

Dear Representative Costello: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Comrmssmns' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (TISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthlyflatfee Many ofyourconstituents,includingme,myf"ends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. if the FCC changes that system LO 
a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same m o u n t  into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who USE their h t e d  resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and lowincome residential 
and mial consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increares on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the LlSF from 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessaly. In addition. it would haves highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
TheKeep~~SFFairCoalitian,ofwhichIama member,keepsmeinformedabout the 1JSFissuewithmonthlynewslettersand up todate 
miarmation on their website. including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'pans along'' these fees to their customem, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like assurance that 1 will be charged fairly If the 
FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has 
plans to change to a flat fee systemsoon andwithout legislation. 

I will coniinue to monitor developments on the isme and continue to spread the word to my communiry. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf. letting themknow how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in yourcanstituency. 

Thank you foryourcontinuedwork and llook fotwwd to hearing about your ps i t ionan  this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Karen Sandefur 

cc FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



Janice Llenhart 

2610 Ennismore Court, Richmond, VA 25224 

T w W f )  - 3 6  'fispECTED \ 
I 

Senator George Allen 
U.S. Senate 
204 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 9645 

Dear Senator Allen: 

WHAT'S WRONG WITH THIS PICTURE??ll PLEASE CORRECT IT!! 

The Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) posltion to change the Universal Service Fund (USF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee IS UNFAIR AND ILLOGICAL. Many of your constituents - including 
my friends, family, and neighbors, as well as myself - will be negatively impacted by the unfair change 
proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the 
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand 
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes 
of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for 
doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to 
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to 
low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on 
small businesses all across America. 

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with 
monthly newsletters and up to date Information on their website, including links to FCC information. 
While I am aware that federal law does not require companles to recover, or "pass along" these fees to 
their customers, the reality Is mat they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the 
FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent 
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without 
legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I 
roquest you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this mattqr. 

Sincerely, 

Janice Lienhart 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



DEC - 5 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

N e w  Nisely 

908 Coventry Llr ,Anderson. IN 46012 4558 

November 2,2005 7 45 PM 

Senator Richard Lugar 
u s  Senate 
106 Hart Senate OfGce Budding 
Washington. DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Fedenl4tatejoint Board on [Jniverjal Senrice CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Lugat: 

1 have vetysenous concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Servlce Fund (USF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly flat fee. Many of yourconstituents,includingme,my fnends, family and neighbars, will be negatively impacted 
by the grossly unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As youknow, [ISFiscurreiitlycollectedonarevenuebssis. Peoplewho usemorepaymoreinto thesystem. Ifthe FCCchanges thatsystem to 
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as Someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long dis tmce  users, like students. prepaid wireless usem, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly incremes on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF k-om 
high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecssary In addition, it would have B highly detrimental effect on small businesses d l  BE~OSS 
America. 
The Keep~JSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember,keep~me infomedabout the USFissuewithmanthlynewslettersanduptodate 
information on their website, including links to FCC inlomtion. While 1 am aware that federal law doer not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to be assured 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC 
goes to a numbers taxed. my service will cost more And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans 
to change to a flat fee systemsoon and without legislation. 

I willcontinue tomonitordevelapments on the issue dndcontinuc lospread the ward tomy cormnunity. I requesl you pass along my concerns 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat h e  tax could dispmportionatrly affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look foward to hearing about your position an this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Neva L Nisely 908 Coventry Dr 
Anderson. IN 46012-4558 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



h Verne Saucier 

206 Gilman Road, Porter. ME 04068-0206 

Representative Mike Michaud 

I k r  Representative Michaud 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (IJSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of yourconstituents. including me. my friends. [amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfzir change praposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a Bar fee. chat mans  rh;t someone \who ~lces cne thnmand minutes a month oflong distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
whouseszerominutesoflongdistanceamonth. Constituentswhouse theirl i~tedmsourceiwiselyshauidnotbepnaliredfordoi~~gso. 

A flat fee oxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volume to low+dume users is radical and unnecmsary.This will also effect people who have been recentlydisplaced due to the hutricanes 
that havedestroyed theirhomes.Celluhrmay be theironlyoption. Inaddition,itwould haveahighlydet-~n(aleffrctonsmall businessesall 
dCrnSS America.  

Withnll thenaturaldisasters,warinlraq,oil,gas,andwoodcostwayup.howmuchmoredoyou th inkthehencanpeople  canstand 

The tieepUSFF~airCaalition,ofwhichIamamember, keepsme infomedabout the IJSFissue withmonthlynewslettersanduptodate 
information on their website. including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that federal law does not xquire companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly If the FCC goes to a 
numbers t z e d ,  my service will cost mom. And according to the Coalitmn's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to B flat fee systemsoonand without legislation 

I willcontinue tomonitor developments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word to my community I request you pdSS along my concerns 
to the FCC an my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee taxcould disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you foryourcontinuedworkandllookfo~ard to hearingabout yourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

Lj Verne Fox Saucier 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 

-- 
c\ .,,3PECTED 
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Nuvcmber 2,2005 12 00 PM 

SenatorJon Corzine 
U.S. Senate 
502 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205104001 

Subject: R e  FederaLState Joint Board on IJniversal Senrice CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Corzine 

I have serious concerns rtgarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the LJnwersal Service Fund (TISF) 
collectionmethod to a monthly flat fee. Many ofyourcanstituents.includingme,myfriends, familyand neighbors. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfairchange proposed by the FCC. 

Asyouknow. IlSFiscurrentIycollectedonarewnue basis. Peoplewho usemorepaymrrinto thesystem IitheFCCchangrs tharsysim to 
a flat fee, that meam that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the Fund as ~omeone 
whouseszerominutesoflongdistanceamonth. Constituentswhouse theirlimitedresourreswiselyshouldnotbe penaliredfordoingso. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students. prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and mral consumers. to give up their phones due to unaEoordable monthly incremes on their bills Shifting the funding burden of the IlSF hm 
high volume to  law,volume usem is radical and unnecmssry. In addition, it would have a highly detrlmencal effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofwhichI amsmember,keepsmeinf~ormedabout the USSissuewithmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I m a w a r e  that federal law does not require companies to recover. 01 
'pass along'' these fees to their customem, the realiry is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbem tared, my service will cost mo~e  And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee systemsoonand without legislation. 

I will continue to manicor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to the SCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat Fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouforyourrontinued workand1lookfonvard to heanngaboutyourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely, 

PatJohnson Trenton. NJ 08690 

cc FCC Chair Kevin Martin. Congress 



James A Dum 

November 2.2005 12 49 PM 

DEC - 6 2085 

FCC - MAILRC")M 

Senator Elizabeth Dole 
T1.S. Senate 
555 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, 1X 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on LJnivenal Service CC Bocket 96-45 

Dear Senator Dole: 

I have serious mnccrm regarding the Federal Communications Codss ions '  (FCC) position to change the Universal Sewice Fund ( I  ISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme,myfriends. Iamily and neighbors,will be negativelyimpacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

A s  y w  know, I TSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system t o  
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes amonthaflangdistance. pays theaame anaunt i n i ~  ihe hind assomeme 
who uses zero mnutes of long distance a month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely rhould not be penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long &stance users, like students, prepaid wireless usen, senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural cornurnen. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF horn 
high volume to low-volume users is ndical and unnececsaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletten and up to date 
information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like to ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to 
a numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to 
change toa flat feesystemsoon andwithout legislation 

I will continue to monitor developmentr on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community I request you pass alongmy concerns 
LO the FCC on my behalf, letting themknow how il flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkandllook forward to heanngaboutyourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely 

James A I h n n  

cc. FCC Chair Kevin Malfin. Congress 



2005 E15 S t ,  Brooklyn, N Y  11220 

Novrrnber.3, 20115 7:OH I'M 

Senator Charlcs Schumrr 
U.S. Scnatc 
313 Hart Scnaru Office Huilding 
Washiogron, I X  20510-0001 

Subject: Re: I'cdcral-State Jmnt Board on Uru~ersal Scrvice CC Ilockct 96-45 

l k a r  Senator Schumrr: 

nous concerns regarding thc Fcderal Communications Co-ssions' (FCC) positiun to changc thi Universal Scmcc I'und (USb) cullec~ion 
mcthw to B monthly flat fee. Many of your constituunts, inrludingmr, my fnends. family and neighbors, will be ncptivcly impactcd by rhc unfcir 
changc pruporrd by thc FCC. 

As you know, USF is  mrrcntly collectcd on a ierenuc basis. Peoplc who use more pay more into thc system If thc FCC changcs chat system to a flat 
fcc, that means that someone who uses onc thousand mutts a month of lung distance, pays the same amount mto thc fund PS someone who uses 
zcco rinutes of long distance a munth. Constituents who use their Lmrcd resources wiscly should not br penatizcd fur doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cauusc many low-volume long distance users, Wrc students, prepaid wirclcss usm, scmm cihzeos and low-income residentid and 
rural ~ ~ n s u m e r s ,  t o p e  up their phones duc to unaffordablr monthly increaser on their bills. Shifting thc funding burdcn of thc USF from high 
volume to low-volume usen is rad ica l  m d  unnrcessar).. In addition, if  would h a m  x lughlp dctrimrntd uffcct on smsll buslnesscr all across America. 
'The Kccp USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a membcr, kueps me informed abour the USF issue with monthly newslcffris and up to date infmmatioo 
on char wcbsite, includrng h k r  to FCC information. W l c  I am awarc that fedcral law does not require companies to rccover, or "pass along" thcre 
fics tu Ihcir cusfumcrs, thc r d r y  is that they do. As a consumcc I would 6kr ensure I am charged fairly. If rhc FCC gocs tu a numbcn raxed, my 
SCNICC will cost mort. And accoiding to thc Coalition's ~ C E C ~ I  meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans cn change to a flst fee system soon 
and withnut Icgisllahon. 

I wJI continue to mmitor dcvclopments on the ismc and continuc to spread thc word to my cmmurury. 1 iequcst you pus  along my mnccrns to thc 
K C  un my bchalf, letting rhcm knuw how a flat fcc m could disproportiunatrly affccr thuse in  you^ cunsiitucncy. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look fornard to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Smcercly, 

Wayne Tang 

Chair Kciin Maruo, Crmgpesr 



Barbara Cheatham 

Reprrsentative Dave Weldon 
11,s. House of Representatlves 
2347 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington. UC 20515-0001 

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on linivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

IJI$ ''B fh 
FCC - MAILROOM 

Dear Representative Weldan 

I have Serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Univenal Service Fund (IJSF) 
collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of yourconstituents, including me, my ffiends. family and neighbm. will be negatively impacted 
by the unfairchange pmposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis People who use more pay more into the system. If the FCC changes that system to 
a Rat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use then limited resources wisely should not he penalized fordoing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless usen. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly incream on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF h m  
high volume to low,volume usem is radical and unnecessary. In addition. it would have B hghly detrimental effect on small businesses 211 across 
h c r i c n .  
The KeepIlSFFairCoalition,ofwhich 1amamember.keepsmeinformedabout the llSFissuew,thmonthlynewslettersandup todate 
information on their website, including links to FCC infomt ion .  While I am awarc that federal law does not require companies to recover. or 
"pass along'' these Lees to their customem, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed. my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans Lo change 
to B flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you pass alongmy cnncerns 
to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

I'mn single parent with three luds, no child supportever,.. lwork 2 jobs for about 50 hours %week& do NOT want to p y a  FLAT Rate for long 
distance when I don't use it as I CANT afford it ... Let the people that USE Long distance have the flat rate & leave the rest of us alone. . T h a n k  
for hstening? 

lhankyouforyourcononuedworkandlloukforward to heunngabutyourpositionon thismatter. 

Sincerely. 

Barbara Cheatham 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



Senator Cad Levin 
11,s. senate 

Novembrrl5.2005 

269 Russell Senate OfGce Building 
Washington, L X  20510-0001 

Subjecl: Re: Federal-Stare Joint Board on [Jnivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

near senator Levin: 

I have serious concerns r e g d i n g  the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (TISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents.includingme. my friends, family and neighbors. will be iiegdtivelyimpacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month af long distance. pays the same mmunt into the fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so 

Aflat  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usem like students, prepaid wirrless users. senior citizens and low-income residential 
and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the T ISF h m  
highvolume to low-volume usem is radical and unnecssaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepUSFFairCoalition,ofwhichIamamember. keepsme informedabout the IlSFissuewithmonthlynewsletterrandup tadate 
infomtion on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does not require companies ta recover, or 
'pass along'' these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I amcharged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soan and without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my commumty. I request you pass along my concerns 
IO the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could dispmponionarely affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you foryourconlinued workand I look forward to hearingabout your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Janice Dault 

cc. 

I .  



350 Cr Rd 201 9 , Bartlesville, OK 74 

I - 5 2005 
Senator Tom Coburn 
U.S. Senate FCC - M A I L R ~  

Dear Senator Coburn: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would,like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

November 1,2005 4:23 PM 

Sincerely, 

Mike Davis 

cc: FCC Chair Qvin,Maqtin: C o ~ g e s s  , .  
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35 Westgate Dr. , Sparta, NJ 07871-1340 

November 1,2005 459  PM 

Representative Rodney Frelinghuysen 
US. House of Representatives 
2442 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Frelinghuysen: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, will be 
negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause masy low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unzffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. Since I am a senior 
citizen with a very low long distance phone bill, this would affect me directly. 

While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, 
the reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, 
my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC bas plans 
to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Kochey 

cc: FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congresp 

, ,  

. . . .  
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116 Mclannon , Kilgore. TX 75662 

DEC - 6 2005 
Senator Kay Hutchison 
11,s Senate 
284 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

November 5,2005 8 14 PM 

Suhjrct Re. Federal-SrateJoint Board on TJnivenal Service CC Docket 96-45 

lDex Senator Hutchison: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Fedenl Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Selvice Fund (1ISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Manyofyourconstituents,includingme,myfrimds. family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change pmposed by the FCC 

As you knuw, LEF LS caricntly collicted nn a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system If the FCC changes that system to 
a flat fee. that meam that someone who uses one thousandminutes a month of long distance. pays the s m c  m o u n t  i m  rhe fund as someone 
who uses zero minutes of long distance B month Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized lor doing so 

I am tired of hypocritical politiilnns who claim to be compassionate, while only showing that compassion to corporate greed 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long disrance usem like students, prepaid wireless users, scluor citizens and low-income residential 
and mral comjumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IlSF from 
high volume to low-volume usem is radical and u n n e c m s q  In additLon, it would have a highly detrimental effect on smal l  businesses all across 
Amerlfa. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am B member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters and up to date 
i n f o m t i o n  on their webi te .  including links to FCC information. While I amaware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or 
'passnlong"thesefees to theircustomen, therealityis thattheydo. A s a c ~ n s u m e r I w o ~ d I i k e e n s u r e I a m c h a r ~ ~ d ~ i r l y  IftheFCCgoestoa 
numbers tawed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the FCC has plans t n  change 
m a  n~tf~esystemsoonsndwithoutlegislation. 

I will continue tomonitor developments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word to my community Irequest you pass alongmyconcrms 
to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency 

Thankyouforyourcontinuedworkandllookf~onvard to heatingabout yourpositlonun thismatter. 

Sincerely 

Isaac Stevison 

cc 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin 



pam brigs 
3022 S. 17, milwaukee, WI 53215 

Subject Re. Federal-StateJomt Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

-7 
. 

RECEIVED& INS, ... : n I 

DEC - 5 2005 November 5,2005 10.18 PM 

Dear Representative Moore. 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal Service Fund (TISF) 
collectionmethod to amonthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,includingme, my friends. family and neighbon,will be negatively impacted 
by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

AB you know. IlSF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. lf the FCC changes that system to  
a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long distance. pays the same amounr into rhe fund as mm~onr  
who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so. 

Anat fee taxcould cause many low-volume long distance users. like students, prepaid wireless usefs. senior citizens and low-income residenrldl 
and rural consumers. to give up their phones due to unalfofordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from 
high volume to  low-volume usen is radicnl and unnecessaly. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The KeepIlSFFairCoalition,ofwhi~hI amamember,keepme informed about theUSFissuewithmonthlynewsletterspndup todate 
information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware that fedenl law does not require companies to recover. or 
'pass along'' these fees to theircustomers, the reality is that they do As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a 
numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings wah top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 
to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

lwillcontinue to monitor developments on the issue andcontinue tospread the word to my community. I request you pass along my concerns 
to rhe FCC an my behall. letting them know how a flat fee taxcould disproprt~onaaly affect those in your constituency 

Sincerely, 

j oma  briggs 

EC: 



Peggy Bumgardner 
729 Washington Street, Huntingdon, PA 

November 1,2005 1056 AM 

Representative Bill Shuster 
U.S. House of Representatives 
1 I08 Longworth House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

U.S. House of Representatives 
1 I08 Longworth House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Shuster: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 
As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 
Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 
Sincerely, Peggy Bumgardner Huntingdon, Pa. 

Sincerely, 

Peggy Bumgardner 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 



\ DEC - 5 2005 1 November 1,2005 11 :24 AM 

Representative Tom Cole 
US.  House of Representatives 
236 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Cole: 

I have serious concerns regarding FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress's (FCC) position to change the Universal Service 
Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, family and 
neighbors, will he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you h o w ,  USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth Saupitty 

cc: 
FCC Chair Kevin Martin, Congress 
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